1824,1                                   TABIIT OF 1824.                                     207

The President's message, at the opening of this session, had
recommended a revision of the tariff; and accordingly an
elaborate bill was prepared and first reported to the House,
which gave rise to a memorable discussion, in which a high
protective tariff first received from Mr. Clay (its principal ad-
vocate) the name of the "American system." As Mr.-Web-
ster's early relation to this subject has sometimes been misun-
derstood, it will be necessary to recur to the opinions which he
had hitherto held. The reader has already seen that, in 1814,
he declared himself not to be in favor of a policy which would
force capital into manufactures faster than it would naturally
find its way into them without the direct influence of legisla-
tion.1 In-1816, when the principle of protection to domestic
manufactures, advocated by Mr. Oalhoun, was first introduced
into our revenue system as an incidental object of the regula-
tion and imposition of duties on foreign goods, Mr. "Webster,
as I have already said, confined himself to the procurement of
such duties on particular commodities, as would be lively to
afford a settled and steady policy in relation to the principal
branches of manufacture. From 1816 to 1823 he was, as we
have seen, out of Congress. In the mean time, the effect of the
tariff of 1816 had been to stimulate the investment of capital
still more in manufacturing establishments, especially of cotton
and wool, and there were indications that a policy of direct
protection and encouragement by the means of still higher du-
ties, laid for this express purpose, would be substituted for the
tariff then in operation. Tinder these circumstances a meeting
was held in Faneuil Hall in Boston, in 1820, for the purpose
of opposing a still further extension, of this principle. Mr.
Webster, although not in public position at that time, was in-
vited to attend and address this meeting, because his general
sentiments on the subject were known to be opposed to any
other measure of protection than that which is incidental to
"the collection of sufficient revenue for the wants of G-overn-
ment, and which can be adjusted from time to time to the par-
ticular situation of all the industries of the country. Previous
to this time, the right to afford protection to domestic manu-
factures against foreign competition was placed by its advo-
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